HAMPDEN AND  SHIP-MONEY
He began by making three concessions : First, that
it was the duty of the country to defend itself against
foreign enemies; secondly, that all men according to
their means should be responsible for the performance
of this duty ; and thirdly, that the King was the person
by law entrusted with the care of this defence.    It
followed that his client did not claim exemption from
his share in this common liability, and further that he
subjected himself to the King in its fulfilment.   c My
Lords,5 said St. John, in one of his rare figures of speech,
' by the law the King is Pater Familia, who by the law
of economics is not only to keep peace at home, but
to protect his wife and children, and whole families
from injuries from abroad/    He went further, and
allowed that the King only had power to make war
and peace, and that the law had put the means of
defence wholly in his hands.    No subject had the
power to commit any act of war without the King's
commission save in the emergency of self-defence in a
sudden attack, nor to collect any money for such
purposes without the King's warrant.   He concluded
this clause in his argument with c My Lords, not to
burn daylight longer, it must needs be granted, that
in this business of defence, the Suprema Potestas is
inherent in his Majesty, as part of his Crown and
Kingly Dignity.5    St. John then advanced to a yet
more significant admission,  namely that in given
circumstances the law of England gave the King
power to raise Ship-money from the counties by writ
under the Great Seal, but he then moved at once to
what in his submission was the crucial question that
the law had to decide, which was not whether Ship-
money writs could in any case be issued, but whether
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